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Status 

1)13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 21 January 2003 . 
2a)\J This action is FINAL. 2b)IEI This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application Is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) ^2Q is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-20 is/are rejected. 

7) n Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 13 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 04 April 2001 is/are: a)l3 accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacennent drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 
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a)n All b)D Some * c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (POT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-20 are pending in the application. 

2. Claims 1-20 have been rejected. 

Specification 

3. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that the 
abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract on the 
computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology often used 
m patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The abstract should 
describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether there is a need 
for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information given 
m the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The disclosure 
concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure describes," etc. 

The abstract exceeds the 150-word limit. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a prmted pubUcation in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 

States. 

4. Claims 1, 2, 5 and 14-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Warsta U.S. Patent No. 5,713,073. 

As to claim 1, Warsta discloses a client device remotely accessing a packet data 
network through a server device, the client device comprising: 

an actuator executing a control command input by a user; and 
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an authenticator application unit storing a user unit code received from the 
server device and comparing the stored user unit code with a user unit code 
received with the control command, wherein the actuator executes the control 
command in response to the stored user unit code being the same as the user unit 
code received with the control command [column 5, lines 14-65]. 
As to claim 2, Warsta discloses that the authenticator application unit updates the 
stored user unit code, using a predetermined algorithm for updating the user unit code at 
the server device, in response to the stored user unit code being the same as the user unit 
code received with the control command [column 6, lines 14-54]. 

As to claim 5, Warsta discloses that the authenticator application unit terminates 
execution of the control command in response to the stored user unit code not being the 
same as the user unit code received with the control command [column 7 line 43 to 
column 8 line 3]. 

As to claim 14, Warsta discloses a method of authentication of a client device 
utilizing remote multiple access to a server device, comprising the steps of: 

generating and transmitting a unique identifier over the packet data network 
between a client device and the server device; 

storing the unique identifier at the client device and at the server device; 

transmitting a control command including the identifier stored at the server device 
over the packet data network fi-om the server device to the client device, and 

determining at the client device whether the transmitted identifier is the same as 
the identifier stored at the client device and executing the control command in response to 
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the transmitted identifier being the same as the identifier stored at the client device 
[column 5, lines 14-65]. 

As to claim 15, Warsta discloses the step of updating the identifier stored at the 
client device and at the server device using a predetermined algorithm [column 6, lines 
14-54], 

As to claim 16, Warsta discloses the step of updating the identifier further 
comprises the steps of 

updating the identifier stored at the client device in response to the transmitted 
identifier being the same as the identifier stored at the client device; 

transmitting an acknowledgement message over the packet data network from the 
client device to the server device, and 

updating the identifier stored at the server device in response to the 
acknowledgement message [column 7, lines 20-42], 

As to claim 17, Warsta discloses that the control command is terminated in 
response to the acknowledgement message not being received at the server device within 
a predetermined time period [column 5, lines 40-65]. 

As to claim 18, Warsta discloses that the control command is terminated in 
response to the transmitted identifier not being the same as the identifier stored at the 
client device [column 5, lines 14-65]. 

5. Claims 6-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Mendez 
et al U-S. Patent No. 6,023,708. 
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As to claim 6, Mendez et al discloses a mobile telecommunications system 
enabling a client device to remotely access a packet data network through a server device, 
comprising: 

a first authentication application unit, positioned within the client device, 
transmitting a first synchronization command to the server device over the packet data 
network; and 

a second authentication application unit, positioned within the server device, 
generating a user unit code and transmitting the generated user unit code to the client 
device over the packet data network in response to the first synchronization command, 
wherein the generated user unit code is stored by the client device and by the server 
device and the second authentication application unit transmits a message to the client 
device over the packet data network, the message including a control command and the 
user unit code stored in the server device, and wherein the first authentication application 
unit compares the user unit code received in the message with the user unit code stored in 
the client device and executes the control command in response to the user unit code 
stored in the client device being the same as the user unit code received in the message 
[column 7, lines 6-57]. 

As to claim 7, Mendez et al discloses that the first synchronization command 
corresponds to a first user input to the client device. Mendez et al discloses that the 
second authentication application unit generates the user unit code in response to a 
second synchronization command corresponding to a second user input to the server 
device. Mendez et al discloses that the first and second synchronization commands 
corresponding to a synchronization process between the first and second authentication 
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application unit. Mendez et al discloses that the synchronization process is terminated in 
response to both the first and second synchronization commands not being input within a 
predetermined time period [column 8, lines 4-23]. 

As to claim 8, Mendez et al discloses that upon receipt of the generated user unit 
code, the first authentication application unit transmits an acknowledgement message to 
the second authentication application unit, and wherein the second authentication 
application unit terminates the synchronization process in response to the 
acknowledgement message not being received within the predetermined time period 
[column 9, lines 18-41]. 

As to claim 9, Mendez et al discloses that the second authentication application 
unit stores the generated user unit code in response to the acknowledgement message 
[column 8, lines 4-23]. 

As to claim 10, Mendez et al discloses that the first authentication application unit 
updates the user unit code stored in the client device using a predetermined algorithm and 
transmits an acknowledgement to the second authentication application unit over the 
packet data network in response to the user unit code stored in the client device being the 
same as the user unit code received in the message [column 9 line 49 to column 10 line 
4]. 

As to claim 1 1, Mendez et al discloses that the control command is terminated in 
response to the acknowledgement not being received by the second authentication 
application unit within a predetermined time period [column 10 line 66 to column 11 line 
14]. 
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As to claim 12, Mendez et al discloses that the second authentication application 
unit updates the user unit code stored in the second application unit, using the 
predetermined algorithm, in response to the acknowledgement [column 10, lines 36-65]. 

As to claim 13, Mendez et al discloses the control command is terminated in 
response to the user unit code stored in the client device not being the same as the user 
unit code received in the message [column 10 line 66 to column 1 1 line 14]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by liie manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 3 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S,C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Warsta U.S. Patent No. 5,713,073 as applied to claim 14 above, and further in view 

of Mann et al U.S. Patent No. 6,219,712 Bl. 

As to claims 3 and 4, Warsta does not teach that the user unit code is transmitted 
from the server device to the client device in response to a synchronization command 
transmitted from the client device to the server device over the packet data network. 
Warsta does not teach that the synchronization command is terminated in response to the 
user unit code not being received by the client device within a predetermined time period. 

Mann et al teaches user unit code is transmitted from the server device to the 
client device in response to a synchronization command transmitted from the client 
device to the server device over the packet data network. Mann et al teaches that the 
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synchronization command is terminated in response to the user unit code not being 
received by the client device within a predetermined time period [column 15, lines 6-67]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to have modified Warsta so that user unit code would 
have been transmitted from the server device to the client device in response to a 
synchronization command transmitted from the client device to the server device over the 
packet data network. The synchronization command would have been terminated in 
response to the user unit code not being received by the client device within a 
predetermined time period. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Warsta by the teaching of Mann et al because it 
reduces network congestion by decreasing the rate value [column 2, lines 1-11]. 
7. Claims 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Warsta U.S. Patent No. 5J13,073 as applied to claim 14 above, and further in view 
of Mann et al U.S. Patent No. 6,219,712 Bl. 

As to claims 19 and 20, Warsta teaches transmitting an acknowledgement 
message from the client device to the server device over the packet data network in 
response to receipt of the identifier, wherein the identifier is stored at the server device in 
response to the acknowledgement message, as discussed above. Warsta teaches 
determining whether the identifier is received at the client device within the 
predetermined time period. Warsta teaches terminating the step of generating and 
transmitting a unique identifier in response to the identifier not being received at the 
client device within the predetermined time period, all as discussed above. 
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Warsta does not teach entering a synchronization command at the server device 
and the client device within a predetermined time period. Warsta does not teach 
transmitting the synchronization command over the packet data network from the cUent 
device to the server device. Warsta does not teach generating the identifier in response to 
receipt of the synchronization command by the server device and transmitting the 
identifier from the server device to the client device over the packet data network. 

Mann et al teaches entering a synchronization command at the server device and 
the client device within a predetermined time period. Mann et al teaches transmitting the 
synchronization command over the packet data network from the client device to the 
server device. Mann et al teaches generating the identifier in response to receipt of the 
synchronization command by the server device and transmitting the identifier from the 
server device to the client device over the packet data network [column 15, lines 6-67]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to have modified Warsta so that a synchronization 
command would have been entered at the server device and the client device within a 
predetermined time period. The synchronization command would have been transmitted 
over the packet data network from the client device to the server device. The identifier 
would have been generated in response to receipt of the synchronization command by the 
server device and transmitting the identifier from the server device to the client device 
over the packet data network. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Warsta by the teaching of Mann et al because it 
reduces network congestion by decreasing the rate value [column 2, Unes 1-11]. 
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Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Aravind K Moorthy whose telephone number is 703-305- 
1373. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:00-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz R Sheikh can be reached on 703-305-9648. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Aravind K Moorthy 
June 25, 2004 



